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SUGGESTIONS  FOR  ACTION 

1.  Reserve  Bill:  If  the  House  has  not  acted  by  the  time  you  read  this  Newsletter,  phone  several  of  your  friends 
and  ask  them  to  wire  or  phone  their  Representatives  in  opposition  to  the  bill.  Since  the  Senate  has  received  little 
mail,  it  is  important  that  you  and  your  friends  contact  your  Senators  now. 

2.  Technical  Assistance:  If  the  House  has  not  yet  acted,  write  or  wire  your  Representative  urging  appropria¬ 
tion  of  the  full  amount  of  the  President’s  requests,  particularly  for  UNETAP,  UNREF  and  UNICEF.  (See  page 
2.) 

3.  Disarmament  Committee :  Write  to  your  own  Senator,  urging  passage  of  the  resolution  establishing  a  study 
committee.  Write  to  Senator  Humphrey  and  to  members  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee  (listed  in 
Register  Christian  Opinion)  supporting  the  resolution.  (See  page  2.) 

4.  Indian  Legislation:  Write  to  Representative  James  A.  Haley  of  Florida,  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Indian  Affairs  of  the  House  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  and  to  your  own  Representative,  particu¬ 
larly  if  he  is  a  member  of  the  Committee,  urging  that  full  agreement  of  Indians  be  obtained  before  transfer  of 
jurisdiction  to  the  States.  (See  page  2.) 


RENEWED  DRIVE  FOR  COMPULSORY 
RESERVE  BIIX 

President  Eisenhower  followed  up  his  very  strong  press 
conference  statement  of  Jime  8,  1955  with  a  dramatic  tel¬ 
evision  appeal  on  June  17  from  his  civil  defense  refuge 
for  the  prompt  passage  of  the  Reserve  Bill  stalled  on  the 
segregation  issue.  ( (See  Newsletter  No.  141,  June  1955.) 
Without  consulting  even  the  Subcommittee  which  had 
worked  winter  and  spring  on  Reserve  legislation,  House 
Armed  Services  Committee  Chairman  Carl  Vinson  in¬ 
troduced  on  Jime  20  a  new  Reserve  Bill. 

A  rebellious  and  angry  Committee,  by  a  vote  of  16  to 
14,  sent  the  Vinson  Bill  to  the  Brooks  Subcommittee  with 
orders  to  report  out  a  bill  within  5  days.  The  bill  now 
numbered  H.R.  7000,  as  reported  out  June  22  after  one 
day’s  consideration,  is  very  similar  to  the  bill  H.R.  5297 
except  for  no  mention  of  National  Guard  assignments, 
which  were  the  point  of  attack  of  the  Powell  anti-segre¬ 
gation  amendment.  Only  Congressman  William  G.  Bray 
of  Indiana  voted  against  the  bill  as  amended  by  the  Sub¬ 
committee.  The  measure  goes  to  the  full  Armed  Ser¬ 


vices  Committee  on  June  28  and  if  cleared,  would  then 
come  up  for  House  debate  very  soon. 

Major  Provisions  of  H.R.  7000 

The  bill,  H.R.  7000,  contains  the  following  provisions, 
among  others:  1.  It  makes  compulsory  a  reserve  obliga¬ 
tion  for  every  young  man  who  is  appointed,  enlisted  or 
drafted  into  the  Armed  Forces.  2.  It  in  effect  sets  up 
three  different  periods  of  military  obligation — six  years 
for  those  serving  two  or  more  years  on  active  military 
duty;  eight  years  for  those  who  take  six  months  basic 
training;  and  nine  and  a  half  to  eleven  years  for  those 
volunteering  for  Reserve  duty  without  basic  training. 
3.  In  the  last  two  categories,  up  to  250,000  volimteers 
who  are  not  yet  18%  can  be  accepted  “imder  such  regu¬ 
lations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense”  if  they  have  not  yet  received  their  draft  call  (It 
is  likely  that  the  bulk  of  these  men  will  be  taken  into  the 
Army  Reserve.  While  this  is  supposedly  volimtary,  it 
is  a  limited  option  in  a  compulsory  system  and  a  foot-in- 
the-door  UMT.)  4.  Ready  Reserve  training  involves  48 
weekly  drills,  or  equivalent  training,  plus  17  days  sum- 


Washington  Newsletter  No.  142 


Page  2  I  W 


mer  camp,  or  30  days  if  the  weekly  drills  are  not  fulfilled. 
5.  It  gives  a  blank  check  to  the  President  to  call  up  one 
million  Reservists  in  time  of  national  emergency. 

Some  Objections  to  this  Bill 

It  quadruples  the  size  of  the  present  paid  Reserve  of 
700,000.  It  doubles  the  cost,  possibly  triples  it.  And  pas¬ 
sage  of  such  a  measure  at  this  time  would  raise  serious 
doubts  as  to  United  States  sincerity  in  regard  to  peace 
and  possible  steps  toward  disarmament,  when  one  of  the 
provisions  of  the  United  States  disarmament  proposals 
reported  in  the  New  York  Times  of  May  14  was  to  seek 
agreements  not  to  exceed  the  size  and  budget  of  the 
Armed  Forces  over  the  levels  of  December  31,  1954. 

Despite  the  many  drawbacks  from  the  military  point 
of  view,  and  the  objections  cited  above,  there  is  a  deter¬ 
mination  on  the  part  of  both  the  Democratic  and  Repub¬ 
lican  leadership  in  both  houses  and  the  Administration 
to  push  a  Reserve  Bill  through  the  Congress  before  the 
meeting  of  the  Big  Four. 

SENATE  AND  HOUSE  CONFEREES  AGREE 
ON  DRAFT  EXTENSION 

House  and  Senate  conferees  agreed  on  June  21  to  a 
compromise  version  of  H.R.  3005,  the  bill  extending  the 
regular  draft  four  years,  and  H.R.  6057  extending  the 
special  doctor’s  draft  for  two  years.  During  the  brief 
Senate  consideration  of  these  two  draft  measures,  which 
were  passed  by  voice  vote,  there  were  about  twenty  Sen¬ 
ators  on  the  floor  and  fourteen  spectators  in  the  gallery. 
Both  houses  are  expected  to  approve  the  compromise  bill 
within  a  few  days  of  this  writing. 

A  House  amendment  lowering  the  age  limit  for  draft¬ 
ing  doctors  from  50  to  45  was  accepted  over  the  protests 
of  Senator  Rvissell,  who  claimed  the  higher  age  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  insure  an  adequate  supply  of  physicians  for  the 
Armed  Services.  A  Senate  amendment  was  also  approv¬ 
ed  lowering  the  age  for  drafting  the  National  Guardsmen 
from  36  to  28.  The  House  had  set  the  age  at  26.  These 
bills  were  passed  after  only  a  day  and  a  half  of  hearings 
for  public  witnesses  in  the  House  in  February  and  one 
day  in  the  Senate  in  June.  In  spite  of  many  resolutions 
opposing  peacetime  conscription,  religious  groups  were 
conspicuously  absent,  except  for  spokesmen  for  the  three 
historic  peace  churches.  Brethren,  Mennonites  and 
Friends.  Edward  F.  Snyder,  Legislative  Secretary  of  the 
FCNL,  presented  Harrop  Freeman’s  testimony  to  the 
Senate  Committee  since  Harrop  Freeman  was  imable  to 
be  present  on  June  9.  The  testimony,  in  addition  to  sug¬ 
gesting  that  Ihe  United  States  should  be  laying  more  em¬ 
phasis  on  attempts  at  negotiation,  peaceful  settlements 
and  imiversal  disarmament  instead  of  building  up  the 
military  establishment,  questioned  the  constitutionality 
of  extending  peacetime  conscription. 

It  has  been  pointed  out  in  some  of  the  discussions  on 
the  draft  that  the  existing  law  would  permit  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  shorten  die  length  of  time  men  must  serve  imder 
the  draft  and  could  increase  the  number  called,  so  that 
a  long  step  toward  UMT  could  be  achieved  through  the 
draft  law  if  desired.  . 

FOREIGN  AID  BILL  FACES  CRUCIAL  APPRO¬ 
PRIATIONS  COMMITTEE  ACTION 

On  June  2  the  Senate  passed  the  Mutual  Security  Act 
of  1955.  It  increased  the  authorization  requested  by  the 
President  by  $17  million.  This  additional  money  is  to  be 
used  for  development  assistance  in  Bolivia,  Gautemala 
and  Haiti. 

The  House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  held  hearings 


during  the  first  two  weeks  in  June.  On  June  16  Louis  li 
Schneider,  Secretary  of  the  Foreign  Service  Section  of  c 
the  American  Friends  Service  Committee,  testified  be-  £ 
fore  the  Committee.  On  June  22,  the  Committee  report-  \ 
ed  out  a  bill  providing  $2.5  billion  for  military  aid  and  j 
$800  million  for  technical  cooperation  and  economic  de-  j 
velopment  programs.  This  represents  a  reduction  of  \ 

$126  million  for  defense  and  $12.5  million  for  the  Inter-  , 

governmental  Committee  on  European  Migration,  (be-  ] 
cause  of  available  carry-over  funds)  which  the  Senate 
had  approved.  Authorizations  for  U  N  Technical  Assist-  i 
ance,  the  U  N  Refugee  Fund,  the  U  N  Children’s  Fund, 
and  other  U.  S.  programs  of  technical  and  economic  aid 
were  left  intact. 

The  House  Appropriations  Committee  started  hearings 
on  the  bill  before  the  House  had  passed  the  authorization. 
Hearings  in  executive  session  were  held  June  17  for  pri¬ 
vate  organizations  interested  in  the  economic  aid  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  Mutual  Security  Program.  Seven  members 
of  the  Committee  were  present.  Warren  Griffiths  testi¬ 
fied  for  the  FCNL  urging  support  in  particular  for  the 
U  N  Technical  Assistance  Program  and  the  U  N  Refugee 
Fund.  The  House  Appropriations  Committee  is  expect¬ 
ed  to  report  the  bill  at  the  end  of  June  or  early  in  July. 

SENATE  COMMITTEE  PROPOSED  TO  STUDY 
DISARMAMENT 

A  resolution  to  create  a  Subcommittee  of  the  Senate 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  which  would  “make  a  full 
and  complete  study  of  proposals  looking  toward  disarma¬ 
ment  and  the  control  of  weapons  of  mass  destruction”  has 
been  reported  favorably  to  the  Senate.  The  resolution, 

S.  Res.  93,  was  introduced  by  Senator  Hubert  H.  Hum¬ 
phrey  of  Minnesota.  The  Subcommittee  would  be  com¬ 
posed  of  ten  Senators,  six  from  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  two  from  the  Armed  Services  Committee,  and 
two  from  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 

The  Committee  would  study,  among  other  things,  “ef¬ 
forts  made  by  the  United  Nations”  in  this  field,  and  “dis¬ 
armament  proposals  developed  by  the  United  States  and 
other  governments  as  well  as  by  private  groups  and 
individuals.”  $50,000  is  authorized  for  the  first  nine 
months  of  operation. 

RECIPROCAL  TRADE  ACT  EXTENDED 
THREE  YEARS 

On  June  21  the  President  signed  a  bill,  H.R.  1,  extending 
his  power  to  enter  into  reciprocal  trade  agreements  for 
three  years.  This  bill  will  enable  him,  among  other 
things,  to  reduce  tariffs  existing  on  January  1,  1956,  up 
to  5%  a  year  over  the  three  year  period. 

Essentially  the  bill  is  a  compromise.  It  contains  25  of 
29  amendments  that  the  Senate  had  attached  to  H.R.  1, 
making  it  easier  for  American  industry  to  claim  that  it 
is  being  injured  by  competition  from  abroad.  It  also 
extends  the  President’s  power  for  three  years  as  urged 
by  those  who  favor  a  liberal  trade  policy. 

It  is  difficult  to  evaluate  the  bill  and  its  effect  on  U.  S. 
trade  policies  xmtil  there  is  some  indication  of  (a)  the 
real  determination  of  the  Administration  to  use  the  au¬ 
thority  to  negotiate  new  agreements  and  to  lower  trade 
barriers,  and  (b)  the  President’s  ability  to  resist  pres¬ 
sures  for  more  protection  for  specific  industries. 

KEY  ISSUE  IN  INDIAN  LEGISLATION— 
“CONSENT  VS.  CONSULTATION” 

The  question  of  “consent  or  consultation”  on  legisla¬ 
tion  affecting  Indians  is  again  before  Congress.  The  issue 
is  whether  P.L.  280,  enacted  in  the  closing  days  of  the 
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last  Congress,  should  now  be  amended.  That  Act,  among 
other  things,  provided  that  any  state  could  assume  civil 
and  criminal  jurisdiction  over  the  Indians  within  its 
boundaries  if  the  state  so  desired.  No  provision  was 
made  for  obtaining  the  Indians’  consent  or  even  consult¬ 
ing  them  before  such  a  major  change  was  made.  Presi¬ 
dent  Eisenhower  in  signing  the  bill  indicated  he  had 
grave  doubts  on  this  point.  During  this  session  a  num¬ 
ber  of  bills  have  been  introduced  to  amend  P.L.  280; 
some  provide  for  obtaining  the  consent  of  the  Indians 
before  the  state  acts,  while  others  provide  only  for  con¬ 
sultation. 

Senate  Committee  Favors  Consent 
The  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
has  indicated  its  support  of  the  “consent”  position  by 
reporting  favorably  S.  51,  a  bill  introduced  by  Senator 
James  E.  Murray  of  Montana.  The  bill  provides  that  the 
consent  of  a  majority  of  the  adult  enrolled  Indians  voting 
at  a  special  election  must  be  obtained  before  the  state 
may  accept  jurisdiction.  The  Committee  had  acted  after 
hearing  Indian  witnesses  testify  in  favor  of  the  bill  and 
receiving  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  op¬ 
posing  its  enactment.  The  Majority  Report  stated: 

“The  Committee  was  so  impressed  with  the  justice  of 
the  request  of  the  Indians  that  they  should  not  be  de¬ 
prived  of  tribal  control  of  civil  and  criminal  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  cases  on  their  reservations  that  it  recommends 
the  enactment  of  the  bill,  notwithstanding  the  adverse 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. . 

As  for  consultation,  the  Majority  Report  said  that  “a 
mere  amendment  of  the  law  to  require  consultation  serves 
only  to  deprive  the  Indians  of  the  right  of  self-govern¬ 
ment.” 

Watkins  Favors  Consultation 
Senator  Watkins  of  Utah  filed  a  Minority  Report  say¬ 
ing  that  he  favored  consultation  rather  than  consent. 
Among  the  reasons  he  gave  were  that  the  Indians  are 
citizens  of  the  United  States  and  “It  is  inconsistent  with 
our  constitutional  form  of  representative  government  to 
give  any  group  of  citizens  the  right  to  exclude  themselves 
from  laws  of  general  applicability  because  they  happen 
to  be  born  of  Indian  blood.”  Senator  Watkins  indicated 
this  legislation  would  be  significant  because  “there  will 
be  an  inevitable  tendency  to  expand  the  principle  to  all 
other  fields  of  Indian  legislation.” 

The  Senate  is  expected  to  act  upon  the  bill  in  the  near 
future.  In  the  House  several  bills  representing  both 
points  of  view  are  pending,  but  none  has  yet  been  report¬ 
ed  out  of  Committee. 

MORE  MONEY  FOR  HEALTH  NEEDS 
OF  INDIANS 

The  Senate  and  House  have  appropriated  $33,850,000 
for  Indian  Health  Activities  for  the  coming  fiscal  year. 
This  is  some  $9  million  more  than  was  appropriated  last 
year.  The  Congress  appropriated  the  full  amount  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Department  of  Health,  Education  and 
Welfare,  and  an  additional  $250,000  for  a  full  scale  study 
of  the  Indian  health  problem. 

In  view  of  the  state  of  Indian  health,  the  increase  in 
funds  and  this  study  are  clearly  warranted.  The  Senate 
Report  states: 

“The  average  life  expectancy  for  Indians  is  only  36 
years,  whereas  it  is  over  60  years  for  the  white  popula¬ 
tion.  Diseases  which  account  for  the  high  mortahty 
rate  among  Indians  have  long  ceased  to  be  a  major 
cause  of  death  in  the  rest  of  the  population.  The  tuber¬ 
culosis  death  rate  for  Indians  is  as  much  as  40  times 
the  rate  in  the  white  population;  infant  mortality  from 
all  causes  is  10  times  greater  among  Indians.” 


FOOD  FOR  ALL 
Food  Stamp  Plan 

In  support  of  the  philosophy  that  in  an  age  of  abund¬ 
ance  all  persons  should  have  the  right  to  enough  to  eat, 
several  Members  of  Congress  have  introduced  bills  this 
session  to  establish  food  allotment  plans.  Another  pur¬ 
pose  of  several  of  them  is  to  use  domestically  some  of 
the  vast  surplus  foods  on  which  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  pays  storage. 

The  most  far-reaching  of  these  bills  is  S.  45,  introduced 
in  the  Senate  by  Senator  Aiken  of  Vermont  for  himself 
and  Senators  Young  of  North  Dakota  and  Humphrey  of 
Minnesota,  and  H.R.  4577,  introduced  by  Congressman 
Metcalf  of  Montana.  These  bills  provide  that  a  low-in¬ 
come  family  could  take  up  to  40%  of  its  income  and  buy 
with  it  food  stamps  from  a  designated  government  agency. 
The  stamps  could  be  used  at  any  grocery  store,  and  would 
be  redeemed  by  the  government.  Thus  the  government 
would  subsidize  food  purchases  for  all  low-income  con¬ 
sumers  where  40%  of  their  present  income  would  not  buy 
food  providing  proper  nutrition. 

Payment  of  Shipping  and  Processing  Costs 

Already  existing  legislation  authorizes  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  make  its  supplies  of  surplus  food 
available  within  the  United  States  for  relief  in  distressed 
areas,  for  distribution  to  charitable  institutions,  to  the 
unemployed,  for  school  Ixmches,  “needy  Indians,”  and  in 
drought  and  disaster  areas.  Under  the  present  law,  the 
government  pays  costs  of  shipping  from  the  storage  place 
to  a  central  location  in  each  state,  but  does  not  authorize 
payment  of  processing  costs.  No  provision  is  made  for 
low-income  groups. 

One  of  the  current  bills,  S.  661,  introduced  by  Senator 
Clements  of  Kentucky  for  himself  and  twelve  other  Sen¬ 
ators,  would  expand  the  authorization  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  cover  costs  of  shipping  commodi¬ 
ties  to  local  warehouses  and  distributing  agencies,  and 
the  cost  of  processing  the  commodities  into  a  form  suit¬ 
able  for  home  or  institutional  use. 

Pood  Certificate  Bill 

The  Food  Certificate  Bill,  S.  627,  introduced  by  Sen¬ 
ator  Kerr  of  Oklahoma  for  himself  and  22  others,  would 
make  federal  subsidies  available  only  to  persons  now  on 
the  rolls  of  public  assistance  agencies  and  would  only  be 
applicable  to  foods  declared  to  be  in  “surplus”  supply  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

According  to  the  National  Farmers  Union,  “Farm-oper¬ 
ating  families  suffer  poor  incomes  because  many  people 
suffer  relative  himger  in  oiu*  coimtry.”  The  Farmers 
Union  supports  the  idea  that  in  an  era  of  abundance  the 
government  should  use  some  of  its  funds  to  insure  that 
everyone  has  enough  to  eat.  It  urges  Congress  to  give 
this  concept  “as  broad  and  as  expanded  an  application 
as  the  Congress  will  adopt.”  It  therefore  prefers  S.  45 
and  H.R.  4577,  but  approves  any  forward  step  in  this  di¬ 
rection,  as  represented  by  the  other  bills  of  lesser  scope. 
The  National  Grange  and  the  American  Farm  Bureau 
Federation  have  set  no  definite  policy  on  these  bills  at 
this  writing. 

IN  BRIEF 

Congress  Reaffirms  Peace  Aims;  The  House  and  Sen¬ 
ate  passed  a  concurrent  resolution,  just  prior  to  President 
Eisenhower’s  trip  to  the  Tenth  Anniversary  meeting  of 
the  United  Nations,  requesting  the  President  to  tell  the 
nations  there  assembled  that  “the  Congress  reaffirms  the 
deep  desire  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  for  an  hon¬ 
orable  and  lasting  peace. . .”  Representative  Frances  P. 
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Bolton  of  Ohio  wrote  the  resolution,  and  introduced  it  in 
the  House;  Senator  H.  Alexander  Smith  sponsored  the 
Senate  version. 

WHAT  DO  READERS  THINK  OF  THE 
NEWSLETTER? 

By  June  20,  almost  1000  of  the  8000  Newsletter  readers 
who  were  mailed  the  card  “My  Reactions  to  the  Wash¬ 
ington  Newsletter”  had  returned  their  answers.  More 
are  coming  in  daily.  These  998  readers,  or  12%%  of  the 
mailing  list,  agreed  on  the  whole  that  the  Newsletter  as 
it  has  been  published  recently  is  “imderstandable”  and 
the  enclosures  have  been  useful. 

Several  Suggestions  for  Improvement 

The  desire  for  more  information  and  suggestions  on  the 
part  of  the  readers  is  revealed  by  the  fact  that  of  those 
answering  the  questions,  40%  wanted  more  analysis  of 
issues  and  49%  wanted  more  suggestions  for  action.  Of 
the  385  who  wanted  a  shift  in  emphasis  of  material,  44% 
wanted  more  coverage  on  domestic  questions  and  56% 
more  coverage  on  international  issues.  About  half  wrote 
that  the  number  of  questions  discussed  was  just  right, 
while  29%  thought  there  were  too  many  and  25%  too  few. 

Many  readers  added  helpful  written  comments.  Sev¬ 
eral  liked  a  one-subject  feature  newsletter,  mentioning 
especially  the  recent  issue  on  conservation.  Others  urged 
the  use  of  outline  summaries,  boxed  suggestions  for  ac¬ 
tion,  briefer  style,  or  larger  type.  The  Editors  of  the 
Newsletter  have  been  struggling  with  the  problems  of 
greater  readability,  clarity  of  presentation,  cutting  down 
the  time  for  printing  and  mailing,  balance  between  in¬ 
formation  and  editorial  judgment  and  opinion — and  will 
continue  to  do  so. 

We  appreciate  your  suggestions  and  invite  the  rest  of 
you  to  give  us  your  ideas.  We  only  wish  you  could  join 
in  the  process  of  gathering  and  checking  facts  on  what 
has  happened  and  estimates  on  what  will  happen,  of 
writing  and  rewriting  and  editing,  reading  proof,  address- 
Ingi  typing  up  bundles  for  each  postoffice,  and  all  the 
other  activities  that  go  into  getting  out  a  monthly  news¬ 
letter,  in  a  few  crowded,  and  usually  hectic,  days. 

While  these  answers  may  not  be  a  completely  scientific 


cross  section,  yet  there  was  a  close  correlation  between 
the  number  of  replies  from  varioiis  regions  and  the  num¬ 
ber  of  readers  in  those  areas.  Some  difference  in  pref¬ 
erence  was  noticeable,  as  for  example  61%  of  the  readers 
from  Ohio,  Illinois  and  Indiana  wanted  more  international 
coverage  while  56%  of  the  far  westerners  called  for  more 
emphasis  on  domestic  issues.  But  coimtry  wide,  the  sim¬ 
ilarity  was  more  striking  than  the  differences. 


TABULATION  OF 

ANSWERS 

(998  RECEIVED  BY  JUNE  20) 

Question 

Number  of 

1.  Material  is: 

answers  Percentage 

too  technical 

34 

4  % 

too  simple 

3  (less  than  1%) 

understandable 

920 

96 

Total 

957 

2.  Improve  material  by: 

more  analysis 

238 

40 

more  suggestions  for  action  295 

49 

balance  adequate  now 

67 

1 

(write-in  votes) 

600 

3.  Number  of  questions 

discussed  are: 

too  many 

140 

29 

too  few 

118 

25 

just  right  (write-in  votes)  220 

46 

Total 

478 

4.  More  coverage  preferred  on: 

domestic  questions 

171 

44 

international  questions 

214 

56 

Total 

385 

5.  Enclosures: 

too  many 

57 

6 

too  few 

26 

3 

useful 

803 

91 

Total 

886 
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